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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
trtle before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
1. Claims 7, 11-18, 20-21, 24, 26, 27 and 30-31 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hoffmann (US 6,728,769 B1). 

Regarding claims 7-8, Hoffmann teaches a method for transmitting product 
configuration information generated by a server side of an Internet-based configuration 
system to user side of the configuration system (Fig. 2), the method comprising 

generating a configuration page that allows a user to provide a user input to the 
configuration system (col. 2 lines 14-20 and col. 5 lines 5-30), 

associating delta configuration page information with the configuration page (col. 
5 lines 5-62 and col. 8 lines 25-32); and 
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transmitting the configuration page and the delta configuration page information 
to the user side from the server side (col. 5 lines 26-27). 

Regarding claim 11, Hoffman teaches a control delta that represents changes in 
a control of the configuration page as a result of the user input (col. 6 line 49-col. 7 line 
2). 

Regarding claim 12, Hoffman teaches the delta configuration page information 
embodies preprocessed configuration engine computations that are responsive to the 
user input (col. 6 lines 60-66). 

Regarding claim 13, Hoffmann teaches transmitting a process for updating the 
configuration page with the delta configuration page information to the user side from 
the server side (col. 5 lines 62-66). 

Claims 14, 16-18, 20 and 21 , 24 are rejected under the same rationale set forth 
above to claim 7. 

Claim 15 is rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claim 1 1 . 

Claim 26 is rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claim 7. 
Claim 27 is rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claim 11. 
Claim 30 is rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claims 7. 
Regarding claim 31, Hoffmann teaches the delta page information is embedded 
in the received new page (col. 6 line 66-col. 67 line 7). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-6, 19, 22-23 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hoffmann (US 6,728,769 B1) in view of Banga et al. (Hereafter, 
Banga), "Optimistic Deltas for WWW Latency Reduction", In Proc. 1997 SENIX 
Technical Conf., pp. 289-303, Anaheim, CA, January, 1997. 

Regarding claim 1, Hoffmann teaches a method for updating a configuration 
page on a user side of an Internet based configuration system (Fig. 4), the method 
comprising: 

a responsive to the user side receiving a user input that is associated with delta 
configuration page information available at the user side (i.e., responsive to the receipt 
of the selection data, col. 6 lines 49-56), retrieving the delta configuration page 
information, and updating the configuration page based on the delta configuration page 
information (i.e., modifying the update icon, col. 6 line 66-col. 7 Iine2). 

Hoffmann does not explicitly teach retrieving information without having to 
contact the server side of the configuration system. 

Banga teaches retrieving information without having to contact the server side of 
the configuration system (i.e., sending delta page for updating the changes from the 
proxy cache to client without making contact with the content provider) [see Abstract 
and Pages 295-297]. 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Hoffmann to include retrieving 
information without having to contact the server side of the configuration system as 
taught by Banga because it would eliminate the latency for retrieving pages elsewhere 
in the internet (Banga, section 1 , 2 nd paragraph). 

Regarding claim 2, Hoffman teaches a control delta that represents changes in a 
control of the configuration page as a result of the user input (col. 6 line 49-col. 7 line 2). 

Regarding claim 3, Hoffman teaches the delta configuration page information 
embodies preprocessed configuration engine computations that are responsive to the 
user input (col. 6 lines 60-66) 

Regarding claim 4, Hoffman teaches layering the delta configuration page 
information that is associated with the user input into the configuration page via 
Dynamic html (col. 5 line 31-66) 

Regarding claim 5, Hoffmann teaches the updating step is performed by a 
process that is embedded in the configuration page (col. 5 lines 62-66). 

Regarding claim 6, Hoffman teaches the delta page information is embedded in 

t i 

the configuration page (col. 6 line 66-col. 67 lirje 7). J 

Claim 19 is rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claim 1 . 

i ' 

Claims 22-23 are rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claim 2. 
Claim 25 is rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claim 2. 
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3. Claims 9-10, 28-29 and 33-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hoffmann (US 6,728,769 B1 ) in view of Joes et al. (Jois) (US 
6,112,242). 

Regarding claims 9 and 10, Hoffmann does not explicitly teach look-up table as 
claimed. 

Jois teaches organized information within the look-up table pursuant to an 
indexing scheme, and embedding the look-up table in the configuration page (col. 2 
lines 1-4 and col. 5 line 60-col. 6 line 60). It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of Hoffmann to embed the look-up table in the configuration page because it would 
improve interactive transactions in a hypertext data processing system operating in a 
Web client-server network (Jois, col. 2 lines 33-36). 

Claims 28-29 are rejected under the same rationale set forth above to claim 10. 

Regarding claim 33, Hoffmann does not explicitly teach the delta page 
information is configured to update a plurality of pages, the new page being included in 
the plurality of pages. Jois teaches the delta page information is configured to update a 
plurality of pages, the new page being included in the plurality of pages (abstract, col. 2 
lines 8-29 and col. 5 lines 5-34). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine the teachings of Hoffmann to 
include he delta page information is configured to update a plurality of pages, the new 
page being included in the plurality of pages as taught by Jois because it would improve 
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interactive transactions in a hypertext data processing system operating in a Web client- 
server network (Jois, col. 2 lines 33-36). 

Regarding claim 34, Hoffman-Jois teaches the user input is used to select the 
delta page information from a plurality of delta page information available on the client 
site (Jois, col. 3 lines 6-8). 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Philip Tran at telephone number is (571 ) 272-3991 . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 




Philip Tran 
May 27,2005 



